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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 May 2009 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) |EI Claim(s) 1. 3-4. 8. 10-20 and 22-27 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1, 3-4, 8, 10-20 and 22-27 are pending in this application and have been 
examined in response to application amendment filed on 05/20/2009. 

2. Claims 18 and 19 are canceled by the applicant. 

3. The previously applied rejection under USC 112, second paragraph is hereby 
withdrawn in view of applicant's amendment. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "...parameters for each of the plurality;" on line 8. 
The recited limitation appears to be missing additional words. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
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7. Claim 1 and 14 recites: "independent of identifying a navigational structure of the 
Web environment". Application spec, fig. 3 and pg.5, lines 6-20 discloses a user 
navigating through links in the new site to a web page or navigating a folder hierarchy 
that corresponds to the logical structure of the new site wherein the content is to be 
published so the content publishers do not need to know the navigational structure of 
the site, suggesting that the navigating structure is known and displayed by the web 
content management system, so the content publishers (users) do not need to 
memorize the navigational structure. Thus, the limitation includes subject matter that 
was not described in the original specification because it is not clear that if it is required 
of the user or the content management system to identify the navigational structure. 

If the examiner has overlooked the portion of the original specification that describes the 
feature of the present invention, then applicant should point it out (by page number and 
line number) in the response to this office action. 

Applicant may obviate this rejection by canceling the claim. 

8. Claims 3-4, 8, 1 0-1 3, 1 5-1 7, 20, 22-27 are rejected similarly as above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1, 3-4, 8, 10-17 and 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being unpatentable by Underwood et al. (Underwood, US 7,152,207 B1). 



11. As to INDEPENDENT claim 1 , Underwood discloses a method comprising: 
presenting a list of different selectable components used to generate Web pages and 
associated configurable parameters for each of the components (col. 13, lines 1-5; fig. 5- 
10; a list of components is displayed for defining a web site). 

receiving a selection of a plurality of the different selectable components and 
values for associated configurable parameters for each of the plurality parameters for 
the web environment (col. 13, lines 15-19; the users are allowed to configure a web site 
via components presented via a "Web Definer"); 

automatically generating a Web page in a Web environment based at least in 
part, on the received selection of the plurality of the different selectable components and 
the received parameter values, wherein the Web page presents the plurality of the 
different selectable components in accordance with the received parameter values 
(fig . 1 1 , "660"; the defined site is created via the "Create" button); 

receiving a request to publish content in the Web page (fig. 13, "1305"; a user 
publishes new content via "Add Pages"); 
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presenting, in response to the request to publish content, a content definition 
user interface adapted to receive an identification of content (fig. 16, a user names the 
newly created page and selects a page layout); 

publishing the identified content in accordance with a predefined presentation 
format (col. 15, lines 54-57); and 

receiving data corresponding to a request to navigate to a particular location 
within the Web page independent of identifying a navigational structure of the Web 
environment , wherein the request to publish content is received in connection with a 
display of the particular location on a user interface and the identified content is 
published at the particular location (fig. 15; col. 15, lines 30-35; a user selects a particular 
location in the hierarchy of the site map to publish additional web pages, wherein the 
hierarchy of the site map is identified and displayed by a content manager system so 
the users do not need to know/remember the navigational structure when the 
navigational structure is displayed on the screen). 

12. As to claim 3, Underwood discloses the form comprises a plurality of entry fields, 
with each entry field corresponding to one of the different selectable components (fig.9, 
"635"; a list of selectable components is presented via a drop down menu). 

1 3. As to claim 4, Underwood discloses the generated Web page is based on a 
template defining a presentation format for the generated Web page (col. 12, lines 30- 
35; "template"). 
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14. As to claim 8, Underwood discloses the particular location comprises a folder 
within a displayed folder hierarchy, with the folder hierarchy corresponding to a logical 
structure of the Web page (fig. 14, "1405"). 

15. As to claim 10, Underwood discloses the different selectable components 
comprise web page components, with each web page component defining a 
presentation format for data on a web page (col. 15, lines 60-65). 

16. As to claim 1 1 , see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 6 above. 

1 7. As to claim 12, Underwood discloses the content includes at least one link to a 
web page (col .7, lines 1-5; "links"). 

18. As to claim 13, Underwood discloses receiving a request to modify a logical 
structure of the Web page; modifying the logical structure of the Web page in 
accordance with the request to modify the logical structure (col. 15, lines 30-50; options 
such as adding a page and deleting a page are provided); and 

updating the at least one link in accordance with the modified logical structure 
(col. 15, lines 55-56). 
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19. As to INDEPENDENT claim 14, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 
1 above. 

20. As to claim 15, Underwood discloses the presented user interface comprises a 
form adapted to allow a user to configure the parameters (fig. 6-1 1 ). 

21 . As to claim 16, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 3 above. 

22. As to claim 17, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 4 above. 

23. As to claim 20, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 8 above. 

24. As to claim 22, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 10 above. 

25. As to claim 23, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 18 above. 

26. As to claim 24, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 12 above. 

27. As to claim 25, see rationale addressed in the rejection of claim 13 above. 

28. As to claim 26, Underwood discloses wherein the templates include templates 
for at least one of different countries, different organizational sites, intranet sites, 
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extranet sites, or internet sites (fig. 9, "635"; different industry types such as "General" 
and "Manufacturing" are disclosed). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

29. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

30. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Underwood and Maeno et al. (Maeno, US 7,299,414 B2). 

31 . As to claim 27, Underwood does not disclose different language components to 
allow a user to selectively switch among different languages for presentation in 
generated Web page. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maeno discloses different language components to allow 
a user to selectively switch among different languages for presentation in generated 
web environment (Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of 
Underwood and Maeno before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
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web designer taught by Underwood to include multilingual pack taught by Maeno with 
the motivation being to allow an appropriate language format responsive to the user's 
need (col.2, lines 30-33). 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant argues that Underwood does not disclose not identifying a navigational 
structure of the Web environment. 

33. In response to applicant's argument, Underwood discloses the navigational 
structure of the Web environment is identified and displayed by a Universal Content 
Manager (col.4, lines 45-49), so the users do not need to know/remember/identify the 
navigational structure of the web site (fig. 15; col. 15, lines 30-35). 

Conclusion 

34. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HAOSHIAN SHIH whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1257. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f 0730-1700. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kieu Vu can be reached on (571) 272-4057. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

HSS 

/Kieu Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2173 



